6/3/75 


Mr. James J. Kilpatrick 

e/o Washington Star 

Washington, B.C, Please forward 

Boar Mr. Kilpatrick, 

Your laat week’s column on the JFK: assassination and the Warren Report hears 
every indication of thoughtfulness and seriousness. It also .illustrates the situation 
of the responsible. writer: who undertakes a commentary on those subjects. He is the 
captive of the K eport itself and for all practisal purposes fea.S no way of escaping 
that captivity. 


I take part of one sentence only in an effort to make this clear to you: "One 
must discount the sworn testimony of ballistics experts (sic).,," 


First of all I do not believe you have read this testimony because I do believe 
you are perceptive enough to have detected serious deficiencies in it. Mar can the 
ballistics testimony oe considered alone. There were other scientific tests the 
Commission never had and for which for the second time I am no~w suing under the 
FOI law \in which I do wish columnists had more interest) .Then there is the expert 
medical testimony, which is essential, not merely relevant. 


From the Commission' s published material this evidence says and means exactly 
the opposite of what the Report says of this. You will find enough/proof of this 
in the final chapters of ay first hook and there ±3 more. That hook dates to 
February 1S6p and remain unrefuted anywhere. There are overt lies in the Report 


in pretended citation of what the doctors testified to. I invite you to check the 
citations in this book for yourself. You will find that the actual evidence says 
and means other than what the Report says. Opposite, really. 


If the scientific tests do support the official account of the assassination, 
what reason can there he for keeping them secret for 11 years? Would they not have 
been well distributed, particularly when the Report was under attack? For what 
reason did the Commission avoid them as it did? These are entirely non-secret 
tests so no arcane methods of investigation are involved. 


The government now says in response to my Civil Action 226-75 in federal 
court in Washington that it is giving me the raw material only, that being all it 
has. Yet in the previous suit (C.A.2301-70) it swore that the" FBI would be wrecked 
were it to give me this same raw material that neither then nor now did I ask for. 

It also has just sworn falsely that it has given me everything in tho files under 
this suit while what it has given me proves beyond question that this is repetitious 
false swearing and proves beyond reasonable doubt that the false swearing was 
deliberate. The Alternatives are the destruction of this evidence and toying 
with the courts and the entire system of justice, 

Why should this he fact and practise? 

If you arc going to write further on this subject I believe you owe it to 
yourself and your readers to know Store than would equip you to write responsibly 
on most subjects. It is a subject unlike anything else in our history. 


Sincerely, 


Harold. Weisberg 



